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Good news for anyone considering GWFA’s Argentina Tour!  
The DEADLINE for getting your deposit in has been
extended to November 21st, 2014!!!!!!
Go to greywoodedforageassociation.com for more informa-
tion on the tour!
  Thanks to the generosity of the Government of Alberta 
and the Honourable Verlyn Olson, Minister of Agriculture, 
our funding from the Agricultural Opportunities Fund (AOF) 
has been increased.  This has allowed us to keep Ginette 
Boucher on as Assistant Manager till March 31st, 2015.  
Ginette has been working tirelessly at developing and 
beginning GWFA’s Corporate Sponsorship Program, result-
ing in one Platinum Sponsor and three Silver Sponsors.
  Our new Platinum Sponsor is Lonestar Ranch & Sales 
owned and operated by Steve Cannon.  Lonestar is locat-
ed directly north of Deermart John Deere Equipment Sales 
in Red Deer.  You’re invited to visit Steve at his store, or at 
the Agritrade Show November 5-8, 2014.
  Our three new Silver Sponsors are Crop Production 
Services (Proven Seeds), the Rocky Mountain House 
Co-op Home Centre and HIGH BRIX Manufacturing. 
  We would like to thank these new corporate sponsors for 
their generous contributions to GWFA and would like to 

welcome them to our organization.  You will find advertise-
ments with their contact information in this issue and you 
are invited to call, or visit with them and give them your 
appreciation along with ours.
  This funding has also allowed us to extend our reach to all 
of the County of Wetaskiwin.  Along with many county resi-
dents west of the QE2, we will be delivering our Spring and 
Fall Newsletters to the rest of Wetaskiwin County.  We wel-
come County of Wetaskiwin residents to contact our office 
regarding GWFA membership and to learn what member 
services we have available.  Thank you Kim Barkwell for 
welcoming us to the County of Wetaskiwin.
  If you live and farm in Clearwater County, Mountain View 
County, Red Deer County, Lacombe County, or in the 
County of Ponoka and you aren’t already a GWFA member, 
this invitation is to you as well.  Membership and our mem-
ber services are available to you no matter where you’re 
located in these counties, not just those areas on grey 
wooded soils.  Even if you’re not from any of these coun-
ties, you are most welcome to become a GWFA member.
  Our hope is that all of you find GWFA to be friendly and 
most helpful when you’re looking for information and 
answers to your most challenging agricultural and, in par-
ticular, forage and grazing management related questions.  
Please feel free to contact me directly at 403-357-7659, 
Ginette at 403-507-5478, or Muriel at the GWFA 
office at 403-844-2645.

by Albert 
Kuipers

Manager’s 
Note
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Q:  How efficiently can a cow can utilize whole oats as 
compared to rolled, or milled oats?
A:  Change in digestive efficiency is no more than 10% for 
rolled oats compared to whole oats.  This is for animals that 
are 17 months of age or larger than 700 pounds.  Animals un-
der 700 pounds take more time to chew their grain and thus 
process it without man’s intervention.  (Watch a 6 year old 
child eat compared to a 16 year old).    There is no difference 
in digestive efficiency for the animals under 700 pounds – 
processed or fed whole.
  Mature cows, had only a 2% loss in digestibility as referenced 
in the feedlot management guide fact sheet on processing 
grain.  http://www1.agric.gov.ab.ca/$department/deptdocs.
nsf/all/beef11490
 
Barry Yaremcio,  M.Sc., P. Ag.
Beef & Forage Specialist, Ag-Info Centre
Agriculture & Rural Development, Stettler  310-FARM (3276)
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  The 1st of November in Alberta marks the beginning of sub-
zero temperatures for the coming winter and the task of pre-
venting frozen livestock drinking water sources.  For new to 
the country life folk a stock tank, manually filled daily with a 
garden hose now becomes not just a chore but a problem.
  You have now experienced the complete adage for the three 
conditions of a stock tank,-“Empty”,- “Running over”,- or 
“Froze”. Frequently a floating stock tank heater is purchased 
to deal with the “Froze” condition. This will prove to be an 
expensive decision, not for the $32.00 purchase price but for 
the electricity volume it consumes.
  It is easy to calculate the cost of operating farm electrical 
equipment and appliances when you have the formula. The 
cost depends on the amount of electricity used, measured in 
watts and the length of time used measured in hours. Your 
farm Utility electrical meter measures your consumption in 
Kilowatt Hours and you are billed monthly.
  Most common floating stock tank heaters are rated at 1,500 
watts, this means it puts out a lot of heat when it operates for 
an hour and consumes 1.5 Kilowatt Hours of electrical power.
Cost of operation Formula >  1500 watts x 24 hours per 
day for one month (30 days) X electricity cost (10.5 cents) 
per KWH divided by 1000 =  monthly cost of $113.40
  If you must get through a winter with the stock tank, insulate 
it the best you can and install a submersible 600 watt or simi-

lar tank heater with thermostat control. This will dramatically 
drop operating cost and do a better job of keeping your tank 
ice free.
  The most common farm waterer is the automatic, when 
installed properly, requires very little attention. In severe cold 
weather the relatively low wattage, thermostatically controlled 
element in the automatic waterer  may cut in and out for a 
total of 14 hours per day.
Operating cost for the 600 watt model  > 600 watts X 14 
hours per day x 30 days X 10.5 cents per KWH divided by 
1000 = $26.46 per month
  Frequently the true cost of the KWH on your power bill is not 
recognized, note Transmission charge is a per KWH charge, 
changes every few months and current average is 2 cents per 
KWH. Line loss charge is a per KWH charge as well of 
approximately ½ cent .Therefore, if you have a good basic 
energy rate of 8 cents  per KWH 
plus these addons, total  is 10.5 
cents per KWH.  The 10.5 cents 
per KWH charge used here does 
not include other fixed monthly 
charges.

Neil Godlonton
Power Electrician; Retired

Calculate the Cost of Preventing Your Livestock Water from Freezing 
>Dollar and Sense Decision Making<
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Factors Which Influence Winterkill in Alfalfa
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  The excellent fall weather we have had this year has helped 
farmers to complete a difficult harvest and to allow a lot of fall 
work to be done.  In many areas soil moisture conditions are 
excellent as well.  However there is a down side to the warm, 
moist fall.  This type of weather can reduce the winter hardi-
ness of some forage crops.
  Saskatchewan Agriculture has an excellent publication which 
lists the major factors influencing with hardiness of alfalfa.  
Some of the factors include:

Varietal selection. Varieties which have good winter hardi-
ness will have a leg up when it comes to surviving a long 
cold winter.

A warm moist fall is unfavourable for the hardening off of 
alfalfa.  Rather than hardening off, plants may prolong veg-
etative growth and not put enough reserves into the roots 
in preparation for winter.

Alternative freezing and thawing of the soil during the early 
fall and winter can reduce winter hardiness.

Surface icing during the winter and early spring can reduce 
winter survival.

Winter weather which persists longer than normal can neg-
atively affect winter survival.

Disease infections can reduce winter hardiness.

Poor soil fertility.  Balanced phosphorous, potassium and 
sulphur fertilization is important. Potassium fertilizer has 
also been shown to increase winter hardiness.

  A well balanced fertilizer program can pay big dividends in yield, for-
age quality and winter hardiness.  When alfalfa is grown on soils defi-
cient in potassium, winterkill can be substantial. Soils which are sandy 
textured commonly have low levels of potassium.  Research done 
decades ago demonstrates that adequate potassium fertilization 
enhances winter hardiness and early spring growth.  The following fig-
ure is taken from an excellent publication from Manitoba Agriculture on 
fertilizing alfalfa.

Source: http://www1.foragebeef.ca/$foragebeef/frgebeef.nsf/all/
frg90/$FILE/fertilizingalfalfa.pdf

  Another benefit to potassium fertilization is what this nutrient 
can do for forage quality.  Adequate potassium levels in the 
soil will stimulate nitrogen fixation in alfalfa.  Long term 
research has shown that potassium fertilization on sandy soils 
increases both yield and protein content of alfalfa.  See the fol-
lowing table.

Source: http://www1.foragebeef.ca/$foragebeef/frgebeef.nsf/all/
frg90/$FILE/fertilizingalfalfa.pdf

  Proper fertilizer management of forages not only improves 
yield and quality but winter hardiness.  If you manage forages 
on sandy textured or peaty soils, a soil test will help you deter-
mine if extra potassium is needed.  We haven’t discussed the 
roles and benefits of sulphur or phosphorous for alfalfa.  That 
could be the topic for another time.

J.C. (Jack) Payne 
P.Ag.  Olds 

College
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  When we walk into our home on a dark night, the first thing 
we all do is turn on the lights.  With the flip of a switch you com-
plete the electrical circuit initiating the flow of electricity to a light 
bulb that illuminates your home.  In the human body, your heart 
operates in a similar fashion.  The flow of blood from your heart 
to all organs is controlled by electrical signaling.  The heart’s 
electrical system tells the heart when and how often to contract 
and relax.  This electrical system or pulse can be altered by the 
intake of ions and activity level.  For exam-ple, the intake of 
high salt foods can lead to a higher pulse rate, which is viewed 
by physicians as a “bad” form of energy.  On the other hand, a 
balanced form of energy in-take affects your electrical sys-tem 
in a positive way.  This energy is viewed by physicians as 
“good” energy.  Waking up in the morning and only consuming 
caffeine does not give you the same energy as waking up and 
eating a balanced breakfast.  Inputs into any biological system 
either human, animal, plant or soil will affect the energy level of 
that system.
  In 1946, Albert Einstein theorized that all matter is energy.  His 
theory which gave us the formula E=MC2 laid the foundation 
for future generations to begin using energy theories in daily 
problem solving.  If all matter is equal and simply a form of 
energy than the human electrical system can be analogous to 
the soil/plant system.  Further-more, the same concepts we 
apply to matter can be applied to our own physical health as 
well as the soil and plant health.
  Consultants seeking to quantify the soils current energy level 
can be achieved in the field or in the lab by measuring the elec-
trical conductivity of the soil.  Electrical conductivity is a direct 
measurement of the energy flow in the soil.  The level of ener-
gy in the soil can be a function of the soils ion concentration, 
clay type, moisture content, porosity, salinity, and temperature 
(Rhoades et al., 1989; McNeil, 1980; Johnson et al., 2001).  
Traditionally soil consultants have used electrical conductivity 
to measure salinity, however conductivity can also tell us much 
more about the physical structure and health of the soil.  Based 
on these direct measurements, electrical conductivity can also 
indirectly measure crop productivity (McBride et al. 1990).

  As consultants and growers we are focused on crop produc-
tivity.  We often aim to maintain the ion concentration in the soil 
solution best suited for the highest crop production.  This ion 
concentration is expressed by the quantity of ions in the diffuse 
layer of the soil colloid and also by the soils moisture con-tent.  
Electrical conductivity can be used in the field to tell us the how 
much energy is available for plant growth.  It is important to 
note, that natural fluctuations in electrical conductivity can 
occur.  In the soil, the conductor of electrical current is water. 
As soil moisture changes due to dry periods and/or rainfall 
events, electrical conductivity can vary.  Abiotic factors are vari-
ables in the accurate representation of the ion concentration in 
the soil solution.  If the electrical conductivity (concentration of 
ions in the soil solution) is either too high or too low it will be 
reflected in decreased crop productivity (Eigenberg et. Al., 
2002).
  Crop productivity is governed by three disciplines of science: 
Physics, Chemistry and Biology.  Explaining electrical conduc-
tivity on a chemical or biological level requires a much more 
lengthy and detailed explanation.  By focusing on the physics 
of electrical conductivity, refer-ring to it as “energy”, simplicity 
can be brought to such a complex topic.
  Einstein taught us that E=MC2. This concept ex-presses that 
an object’s mass is a function of energy.  If you apply this con-
cept to crop production, crops (mass) is simply an expression 
of energy.  In order to produce mass (yield), energy is needed.  
For a plant to perform photosynthesis and produce mass; an 
initial energy requirement must be met.  This energy require-
ment comes largely from the electrical current in the soil.  Thus, 
soil electrical conductivity is a direct measurement of energy 
and an indirect measurement of crop productivity.
  Crop Productivity can be simplified into two stages: growth 
and decomposition.  We can discern that the growth stage of 
the plant life cycle has a different energy requirements than the 
decomposition stage.  The energy needed to produce mass in 
the form of plant growth varies between 300 and 800 
micro-siemens/ergs.  When the energy in the soil falls below or 
above these values for a pro-longed period of time, the plant 
no longer can produce mass (growth) and decomposition will 
set in.  With the on-set of decomposition in the plant tissue, dis-
ease and decay will follow.  During the growth life cycle of the 
plant, energy must be present to produce mass (growth).

Electrical Conductivity - The Pulse of the Soil
Glen Rabenberg and Christopher Kniffen



  In order to produce mass in the form of a nutrient dense 
healthy plant, the energy coming from the electrical conduc-
tivity of the soil must come from “good” sources.  Electrical 
conductivity coming from biological activity, flocculation, soil 
moisture and clean balanced nutrients (ions) can be consid-
ered “good” sources of energy.  Electrical conductivity coming 
from salinity in the soil solution can be defined as a “bad” 
source of energy.  “Bad” sources of energy will produce nutri-
ent poor, unhealthy, low energy, and quickly decomposable 
mass.  Nutrient dense, healthy, high energy plant mass is 
what we as consultants and growers are all trying to achieve.  
Yes, by using “bad” sources of energy you can produce high 
quantities of mass (high yields).  We see this year in and year 
out with the use of synthetic fertilizers.  However, if your goal 
is to produce high quality, nutrient dense, healthy plant mass, 
your energy source must come from “good” sources.  Low 
salt fertilizers, organic matter, biological amendments, cover 
cropping and proper soil stewardship can provide your soil 
with “good” sources of en-ergy.  All of which indirectly restores 
your soils fertility and sustainability for future generations.
  If all matter is energy and all energy is matter, we as consul-
tants and growers must begin to think in terms of energy.  In 
order for seeds to germinate, an energy requirement must be 
met.  In order for plants to grow, an energy requirement must 
be met.  In order for plants to reproduce, an energy require-
ment must be met.  In order for plants to dry out and be har-
vested, an energy requirement must be met.  In order for 
your soil to repair itself over winter, an energy requirement 
must be met.  And in order for you to have read this article, an 
energy requirement was met.   

Submitted by HighBrix Manufacturing.
Acknowledgements: Thanks to Aaron Janda, Heather Hunt-
ley, Michelle Raabe, Alice Miller and Cindy Nikolaisen.
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  One of my family’s favorite movies growing up was The 
Blues Brothers.  Of the many quotes from that movie, some 
of my favorite are:  “Why not? If the s%#t fits, wear it”, “We’re 
putting the band back together”, “We had a band powerful 
enough to turn goat piss into gasoline”, “We’re on a mission 
from God”and the line somewhat applicable to your second 
calf heifers, “You're gonna look pretty funny tryin' to eat corn 
on the cob with no teeth!”
  In this article, when stating “bred heifer”, I will be referring to 
a heifer anywhere from breeding to first calving (12 to 24 
months).  A “first calf heifer” will be used to describe an ani-
mal between her first and second calving.
  Your first calf heifer, is still immature, no matter how well 
you managed her as a bred heifer.  You followed the book 
and had her bred at 65% of mature body weight.  So why the 
Blues Brothers quote?  Well, “eating corn on the cob with no 
teeth” fits very nicely into her current situation.  This past 
spring and summer, as a first calf heifer, she was out on pas-
ture, nursing her first calf, trying to gain roughly 0.5 lb/day, 
and looking to get pregnant within 65-90 days for next year.  
Through this time she only had two permanent incisors while 
competing with the seasoned veterans of the range.  So the 
next time you watch your son/daughter, niece/nephew or 
grandchild try to eat corn with no front teeth or maybe only 
two front teeth, reflect on the plight of your bred and first calf 
heifers.
  When we get around to pregnancy checking, we often find 
that it is the first calf heifers that are the hardest to get 
rebred.  It is not uncommon to see upwards of 30% or more 
open in a group of first calf heifers even when open heifers 
from the previous fall were culled.  Because of this culling we 
would assume that the poor reproductive females, the late 
maturing, those that were not at the target of 65% mature 
weight when bred and the odd balls would be out of the herd 
for the successive breeding year.  So this first calf heifer 
made it through her first gestation, produced a calf, was out 
with a proven bull, out on good pasture, and now dang-nab-
bit she is not pregnant come fall!  Why???  Try “eating corn 
on the cob with no teeth” or in her case two permanent inci-

sor teeth and some baby teeth.
  At around two years of age the first two perma-
nent incisor teeth will be in full wear, and at 
around two and a half, the second set of incisors 
will replace the much smaller temporary incisor 
teeth.  We are asking a lot from a lactating first 
calf heifer to hope that she will continue gaining 
weight, resume cycling and then rebreed within 
the target 65 days.  All of these factors are nutri-
tion dependant, which is relying on how well the 
animal can grab and tear grasses and legumes 
from pasture and saved forages.
  As compared to a 10 month old heifers, mature 
cows have been found to be able to consume 
27% more alfalfa and 50% more brome hay per 
unit of metabolic weight.  It is reasonable to 
assume that the foraging and metabolic function-
ing of the lactating first calf heifer is subpar to that 

of a mature cow.  Producers should be looking for animals 
with a wide mouth; and a set of adult teeth are a big part of 
the equation for the ability to grasp and tear forages. 
  We want bred and first calf heifers to be at a 3.5 out of 5 
body condition score (BCS) at first calving and second calv-
ing.  Numerous studies have shown that at body conditions 
below this, the females give birth to weaker calves and have 
subpar quality and quantity of colostrum which is vitally 
important to a newborn calf.  In addition to this, cattle under 
the age of 36 months below a BCS of 3 at calving are statis-
tically less likely to rebreed in time to then calve with the 
main herd the next spring if they rebreed at all.  Thus if we 
hope to have them rebreed for a second calving season, it is 
imperative that we target a 3.5 BCS at first calving (85% of 
mature weight AT CALVING) and continue to provide them 
adequate nutrition from calving to rebreeding.  One way to 
greatly help is to winter your bred and first calf heifers as a 
single group rather than expecting them to compete with the 
mature cow herd.  Know however that over conditioning 
(BCS of 4+) can bring about many issues as well such as 
increased risk of dystocias through increased fat in the pel-
vis, increased fat within the ovaries leading to poorer cycling 
and increasing the fat content of the udder.  Too much fat in 
the udder of a developing heifer will result in an overall lower 
lifetime milk production and thus lighter weaned calves 
throughout her productive life. 

First and second calf heifers: Let's take a closer look at those teeth!
Dr. Andrew Ritson-Bennett, DVM
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  Assuming the above has all been looked after and the bred 
heifer calved at a BCS of 3.5, the nutrition provided to the now 
lactating first calf heifer is also critical to her success of rebreed-
ing.  With only two permanent teeth, she still needs a break.  
Most producers calve heifers separately from the main herd, 
and it is beneficial to continue feeding them separately until they 
are through rebreeding and possibly beyond.  Smaller animals 
such as the bred and first calf heifer have a harder time compet-
ing for feeds and forages when mixed with larger mature cows 
whether it is on pasture or at the feed bunk.  This will without a 
doubt lead to difficulties for them to rebreed and maintain preg-
nancy.  At weaning, younger animals with a body condition 
score less than 3 can be fed as one group with your bred heif-
ers and the rest can be put into the main herd with the mature 
cows.  This gives the first calf heifer or under conditioned young 
cows a greater opportunity to increase body condition, sustain 
consistent growth and maintain her pregnancy.
  Regardless of how you chose to do it, providing your lactating 
first calf heifers with good quality pasture or feed so that they 
can gain condition between calving and rebreeding will be 
rewarded in the fall with higher pregnancy rates.  Test your 
feeds, know what you are feeding.  Talk to a nutritionist or veter-
inarian for help with body condition scoring your animals.  Utilize 
www.foragebeef.ca for more information on this topic and many 
others.  With cattle prices where they are today, the return on 
investment for any additional feeding and fine tuning your man-
agement is huge if you can attain a higher pregnancy rate in 
your herd.  Strongly consider taking a long hard look at how you 
plan on feeding your bred and first calf heifers this next winter, 

spring and summer to optimize their pregnancy rates come 
next fall.  Remember, “She’s gonna look pretty funny tryin' to eat 
corn on the cob with no teeth!” ( corn grazing is a discussion for 
another day)

NEW
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  Nutrition and reproduction are the most important 
factors affecting the financial sustainability of a cow-
calf operation1.  Since it has been proven time and 
again that nutrition heavily impacts reproduction2 it 
can be inferred that nutrition alone is the most import-
ant factor. Plus, of all the environmental factors shown 
to influence reproductive efficiency (photoperiod, tem-
perature, climate, and nutrition), nutrition is the one 
you can most easily control3.  As forage and grain 
alone will not provide adequate minerals for cattle, 
supplementation is required for optimal immunity, lac-
tation, growth, and reproduction4.  A deficiency in 
even one mineral can also negatively impact immune 
function 2,5 costing you money in treatment costs, 
loss of animals, and decreased production.  Genetic 
improvements have growth rates and production levels 
at all-time highs, making mineral supplementation 
more important with each generation.  If a good vita-
min and mineral program is not in place, it does not 
matter how good to genetics are nor how much energy 
and protein is provided, cattle will not perform to their 
full potential.  When the budget is tight the first thing 
you may consider removing from your feeding plan is 
your vitamin and mineral program.  The cost of the 
mineral might seem like an extra expense, one you 
don’t feel you are receiving adequate return on.  You 
may change your mind once you look at the numbers.
  The negative consequences of mineral deficiency 
appear in stages. Immune function is impaired first, 
followed by reproductive efficiency, and only then will 
animals begin showing clinical symptoms5. By the 
time clinical symptoms such as hair discoloration with 
copper deficiency appear it has already cost the oper-
ation a lot of money.  To put it into perspective, consid-
er this. A phosphorous deficiency will reduce concep-
tion rate, lengthen interval of return to heat after calv-
ing, and reduce weaning weights. Studies show a 20% 
increase in fertility from supplementing phosphorous 
to a phosphorous-deficient herd is realistic.  Even 
using a more conservative 10% increase in fertility you 

can see the impact.  Consider a 100 cow 
herd grazing phosphorous-deficient pas-
ture with no mineral supplementation. 

  Current live birth rate is 80%.  Assuming a 10% 
increase with supplementation, this number wil l 
increase to 88%.  Using an average weaning weight of 
500lbs/calf, supplementation produced 4,000lbs more 
calf (8 more calves x 500lbs/calf = 4,000lbs).  At cur-
rent market prices of $285/cwt this corresponds to an 
increased income of $11,400.  If cows consumed 
0.1kg of mineral per head per day at a cost of $1.10/
kg, mineral cost for the year is $4,015 for a net income 
of $7,385 ($11,400-$4,015 = $7,385).  This calculation 
does not even take into account the increased wean-
ing weight that would occur.  Clearly feeding mineral 
can more than pay for itself, especially during these 
days of high cattle prices.  
  Making the initial investment in mineral will pay off in 
reduced treatment costs, higher growth rates, and bet-
ter calving rates, since a deficiency in even one miner-
al will negatively affect health, growth, and reproduc-
tion.  The main goal for cattle producers is to grow and 
breed cattle efficiently.  By supplying the correct min-
eral to your cattle, year-round, they will be able to do 
this to the best of their ability.
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ent deficiencies and excesses on reproductive effi-
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- Greene, L.W.  2000.  Designing mineral supplemen-
tation of forage programs for beef battle.  J. Anim. Sci. 
77:1-9.
- Corah, L.  1996.  Trace mineral requirements of 
grazing cattle.  Anim. Feed Sci. Tech.  59:61-70.
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Don't Lose Out on Big Bucks by Cutting Your Mineral Program
Logan Williams, M. Sc. Ruminant Nutritionist
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  Well folks, I’m happy to say that 2014 is going to be one of the 
better years going into my history books.  I’m reasonably happy, 
I’m healthy and I still have the odd friend.  The rains came at the 
right time, the sun shone as it has in the past and the issues 
around global warming haven’t affected me too badly.            
Our crops grew as I’d hoped with excellent re-growth which has 
really helped the calf crop to grow fat and sassy.
  2014 is also the year that I’ve been waiting for regarding calf 
prices.  I remember being excited with the prices of 2013 where 
I sold every extra calf possible excepting my replacement heif-
ers considering that prices had never been so good and that I 
should cash in while the irons were hot.  Instead the prices just 
kept climbing and the folks that kept their calves or bought 
calves for winter back-grounding actually did pretty good.  Who 
knew!
  So this spring when I could lock in a price equivalent to $1245 
for a 550 pound weaned steer calf, I seriously considered it.  For 
a mere $18 per calf I could be assured of that value come fall.  
That seemed pretty sweet to me and so off to the AFSC office I 
marched on May 29 which was one day before the deadline.
  Well wouldn’t you know it if I didn’t meet up with my friend 
Jimmy Weekster there.  He was sitting across from the AFSC 
lady making small talk while she was filling out his forms.  
Obviously he knew why I was coming in so we chatted about 
the opportunity to lock in the market for the coming fall.  Our 
conclusion was that there are so many things we have control 
over on the farm but that there are some things that we most 
certainly do not, one being the big market picture.  We both 
noted that for quite a number of years we were hoping for “the 
banner year” just to see something unexpected occur that 
squashed the prices we’d expected.  So we’d sold for the best 
we could and resolved that next year would be better.
  By design, this Western Canadian Price Insurance Program 
would be the answer to cover those unexpected and uncon-
trolled sways in the market place.  And so we signed on the line 
and wrote a cheque.
  I also remember bragging what I’d done a couple of weeks 
later to my other friend Sherman Stringering.  He told me that I’d 
wasted my money buying that assurance and that prices would 
be going up this summer and fall.  Although the larger part of me 
hoped that Sherman would be right I wasn’t as convinced as he 
seemed to be.  Obviously he didn’t buy into the program.
  Well Sherman was right.  The cattle prices have sailed higher 

all along and I might actually experience the banner prices that 
I’d hoped for all these years.  Very likely the prices will be well 
above the strike price of the program and I won’t cash in.  
Although Sherman was right, having the assurance of a pretty 
good income from the end of May and on was valuable.  The 
question will be on my table next year again.  I realize that every 
year is different and I’ll have to revisit this possibility with the 
best information I’ll have when the time comes.
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by Harry 
NavelpickerIt’s a Thought

Drop in at the Rocky Mountain House 
Branch for more information about 
AFSC programs and services. Our 
local and knowledgeable staff members 
include:

Heather Karst, Account Manager
Chantel Taylor, Clint Services 
Representative
(Old) Provincial Building 
@4934-50 Street
Rocky Mountain House AB 



  Greg Conn farms in a very unique area in Red Deer County, 
near where the Medicine River and Little Red Deer River join 
the Red Deer River. This confluence of the County’s three big-
gest rivers is an environmentally significant area. Greg Conn is 
a very active environmental steward, putting into place practices 
that enhance his business efforts while protecting the natural 
areas he is connected to and enjoys.
  Greg’s latest stewardship project is the creation of a new win-
ter watering site, which will move his 400+ head of cattle from 
pens near the yard out onto his fields and pastures through the 

winter. This is “Remote Wintering” in action. 
This practice helps minimize manure build up 
by getting the cattle themselves to spread 
nutrients and organic matter onto the fields 
where it is useful. This is a great example of 
conscious nutrient management and winter 
feeding and bedding, that limits manure con-
centration that could potentially run off into the 
river.
  To make his remote wintering happen, Greg 
has drilled a new well and installed three year-
round waterers. This new watering site not 
only moves cattle away from pens near the 
yard, it also keeps them away from direct-ac-
cess river watering, and provides a watering 
option during summer grazing as well.
  This new Remote Wintering project enhanc-
es another project Greg did in 2012. That 
year, he drilled a shallow well and installed a 
high-flow pump that can move water out of the 
river valley up into pastures north of his yard, 
without the need for a pressure system. When 
combined with his newly installed watering 
site west of his yard, Greg is able to provide 
many watering options and winter feeding and 
bedding sites to his cattle, which will put 

manure to good use on the land, and ultimately protect the 
neighbouring rivers.
  Greg has always been a supporter of Alberta’s Environmental 
Farm Plan. With help from the Conservation Coordinator with 
Red Deer County, he prepared the Environmental Farm Plan 
for his farm. Together, they looked at all aspects of the farm, 
assessed environmental risks, and established future plans.
  In 2010, with support from Red Deer County’s conservation 
programming, Greg installed permanent fencing to protect a 
very productive wetland on another parcel of his land. In what is 
a great story of multi-generational stewardship, Greg’s son 
Devon now manages this land and the wetland fencing project, 
and has ideas for his own future conservation projects.
  To help cover the costs of these projects, the Conn’s have par-
ticipated in Growing Forward programs and in the County’s 
Conservation Partners and Off the Creek programs.
  Environmental stewardship projects do come with a price-tag, 
but local municipalities recognize that there is a clear benefit to 
landowners and the region to protect natural areas. Local 
municipalities have created various funding opportunities for 
water quality conservation, tree-planting, and habitat protection 
that supports landowners with their desire to protect nature’s 
resources and enhance their business efforts. You can ensure 
continued delivery of on-the-ground stewardship efforts and 
best practices by encouraging your local politicians to actively 
support municipally led conservation programming.
  To learn about conservation programming opportunities for 
your land or business, contact Ken Lewis, Conservation 
Coordinator for Red Deer County at 403.505.9038 or klewis@
rdcounty.ca.      www.rdcounty.ca
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Remote Wintering in Action in Red Deer County

"Getting ready for remote wintering at Conn Ranch: 
bedding, feed, portable shelters, year-round waterer."



ONE STOP CATTLE FINANCING
BC, ALBERTA, SASK

Farmers Helping Farmers

FOOTHILLS
LIVESTOCK CO-OP

10 Years old and still going strong
Bred Cow Program! • Feeder Program!

1-403-845-6669
Toll Free

1-866-848-6669
No Restrictions

Purchase and Marketing
Your choice

www.foothillslivestock.ca

Rocky Mountain House, Alberta

18 Years Old & Still Going Strong!
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  GWFA has been partnering with FarmOn Foundation for the 
development of several short videos. Working with Dr. Vern 
Baron and Dr. John Basarab of the Lacombe Research Cen-
tre and Dr. Tom Flesch of the U of A, FarmOn produced
"Measuring Methane Emissions from Cattle" and "Cattle and 
Methane Emissions - Are we the problem, or the solution?"
  FarmOn has also produced a series of videos in workshops 
on building electric fences with Albert Kuipers. Alber also 
helped FarmOn Videographer, Ben Wilson and FarmOn's 
Chair, Sarah Wray to pruduce a video workshop on the four 
basic principles of grazing 
management.
  To view these videos, go 
to www.farmon.com, or 
the GWFA website, or the 
GWFA Facebook page.

This publication is made possible by 
funding from 

our major 
sponsors, the 

Agriculture 
Opportunities 
Fund (AOF) 
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